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This is a complete response to the QSxcg Action mailed February 22, 2007. The 
ametidments and accompanying remarks herein are proper, do not introduce new matter, 
and serve solely to clarify by more particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming that 
whidhi is patentable subject matter* 

Relectlon Under Section 102 

Claims 1. 3, 6, 8, 9, and 19-22 stand rejected as being anticipated by Ng *287. 

Claims 1 and 19 have been amended to obviate the rejections in accordance with 
the indication of allowable subject matter of claims 5 and 24, respectively. 
Reconsideration and withdrawal of the rejection of claims 1 and 19 and the claims 
depending therefixwn are respectfully requested. 

Applicant reiterates that these clarifying amendments to claims 1 and 19 are not 
necessary to patentably distinguish over Ng *287, which does not disclose non-coaxial 
track sets as recited by the language of independent claims 1 and 19 as originally filed.* 
The Examiner's rebuttal is that Ng '287 discloses non-coaxial track sets because the track 
sets can be on different discs.^ However, the skilled artisan understands that non-coaxial 
means that the track sets rotate around different axes of rotation. Even when disposed on 
different discs, Ng ^287 assumes the track sets rotate around a common axis of rotation.- 
Tbe Examiner's construction of the term non-coaxiat is thereby inconsistent with what the 
skilled artisan knows and how the term is used in the specification, and fh^eby not within 
the **broadest reasonable interpretation consistent with the specification.** Nonetheless, 
Applicant has amended claims 1 and 19 without prejudice consistent with the indication of 
allowable subject matter in order to advance the case on its merits. 

^ See Applicant's Response of 1 1/22/2006, ppg. 16-18. 
^ Office Action of 2/22/2007, pg. 4, 
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Claim 11 stands rejected as being unpateixtable over Ng ^287 in view of Chiao ^104. 
Clzums 12, 13, and 23 stand rejected as being unpatentable over Ng '287 in view of 



ultimately fixnn an allowable independent claim, for reasons above, and recite additional 
limitations thereto. Reconsideration and withdrawal of the present rejection of these claims 
are respectfiilly requested. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

Applicant gratefully acknowledges the allowance of claim 25 and the indicatLon of 
. allowability of claims 5, 24, 27, and 28. 

Conclusion 

This is a complete response to the Office Action mailed February 22, 2007. The 
Examiner is encouraged to contact the Attorney listed below should any questions arise 
concerning this response or any other matter concerning this case. 



Strickler '608. However, these claims are allowable at least for the reason that they d^end 



Respectfully submitted. 
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500 West Main Street, Suite 609 
Oklahoma City, Oklahoma 73102 
Telephone: (405) 601-2798 
FacsiraUe: (405) 601-2853 



ion No. 38,794 



9 



PAGE 12/12 * RCVD AT 5/22/2007 6:15:56 PM [Eastern Daylight TiraeJ^ SVR:USPTO-EFXRF-3i20* DN1S:2738300 ' CSID:14056012853* DURATION (mm-ss):03-12 



